Offences Ordinance 2007

An Ordinance to confirm, for the avoidance of doubt, the adoption in the Diocese of the Offences
Canon 1962 and for related purposes, as amended by the Offences Ordinance 2007 Amendment
Ordinance 2025.

BISHOP-IN-COUNCIL ON BEHALF OF THE SYNOD OF THE DIOCESE OF BATHURST ORDAINS AS

FOLLOWS:

1. This Ordinance may be cited as the Offences Ordinance 2007.

2. For the avoidance of doubt, the “Offences Canon 1962” of the General Synod of the Anglican
Church of Australia is expressly adopted within the Diocese and the provisions of that Canon
shall have force and effect within the Diocese as if the Canon had been ordained by the Synod of
this Diocese.

3. For the avoidance of doubt, regarding specific offences, the General Synod Offences Canon

(amended 2022) states:

Adiocesan tribunal and a provincial tribunal in its original jurisdiction in addition to their
respective powers under section 54(2) and section 55(3) of the Constitution may hear and
determine charges made in respect of the following offences alleged to have been committed by
a person who, at the time the charge is preferred, is authorised to function by the bishop of the
diocese or is in holy orders resident in the diocese:

(@) Unchastity.
(b) Drunkenness.

(c) Habitual and wilful neglect of ministerial duty after written admonition in respect thereof
by the bishop of the diocese.

(d)  Wilful failure to pay just debts.

(e) Conduct, whenever occurring
(i) which would be disgraceful if committed by a member of the clergy, and
(i)  which at the time the charge is preferred is productive, or if known publicly would be
productive, of scandal or evil report.
(f) Any other offence prescribed by an ordinance of the synod of the diocese.

(g) Child abuse.

(h)  Failure without reasonable excuse to comply with the laws of the Commonwealth or a
State or Territory requiring the reporting of child abuse to the police or other authority.

(i) Authorising to function a member of the clergy or permitting to function a church worker
contrary to, or in the absence of, a recommendation of a screening authority, or with
actual knowledge or reasonable grounds for suspecting that the screening authority may
not have properly discharged its statutory functions in making its relevant
recommendation.
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